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A bstract

W e calculate the high-tem perature two-loop e ective potential using a general 't Hooft
background gauge. T he dependence on the gauge- xIng param eter is investigated. T he
e ective coupling constant at the critical tem perature gs (Tc)? is decreased considerably
com pared to the one-loop result, independent of
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T here are strong indications that the electroweak standard theory predictsa st or-
der phase transition at the electroweak scale El:]—fﬂ]. G enerating the baryon asym m etry
of the universe at the electroweak phase transition is an exciting possibility. A better
understanding of this phase transition is required, however, In order to clarify whether
this is indeed the case. The electroweak phase transition cannot be treated com plktely
by perturbative techniques. P roblem s are caused by infrared singularities of the sym m et—
ric phase, requiring the sum m ation of in nite sets of diagram s. Lattice sin ulations take
care of this autom atically, and therefore are indispensable tools for the investigation of
the electroweak phase transition ﬂ]—@]. However, they are not well suited for the study
of In portant physical quantities like the sphalron transition rate, or the rate of critical
bubbl form ation. T hese quantities have been studied in quasiclassical approxin ation to
one—-loop order. Two—Jdoop calculations should help to control to what extend the corre-
soonding results are reliable, though of course genuine nonperturbative contributions to
the potential in the infrared have to be taken into account di erently.

Both sphalerons and critical bubbles are static eld con gurations, ie. they do not
depend on the in aginary tin e variable . Therefore, it becom es useful to integrate out
the non-static M atsubara frequencies rst, to som e order in the loop expansion. This
perturbative expansion should be reliabl because the nonstatic M atsubara frequencies
becom e heavy at high tem perature. The longiudinal com ponent of the gauge eld A
develops a D ebyem ass proportionalto gT and m ay be integrated out aswell [_l-g]

T he resulting three-dim ensional e ective theory is of course non-local. U sually higher
derivative tem s are neglected in the spirit of the high tem perature expansion. O ne also
neglects the W einberg m ixing and considers the action of the three-din ensional SU (2)—
H iggs m odel:
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T he scale v is keft open for the m om ent.
The e ective 3-din ensional gauge coupling is de ned as

gT

R (@T) = 3)

T he gauge coupling g hasbeen scaled out of the covariant derivative and the eld strength
tensor. T he high tem perature e ective potential is

Ve (V)= (Y)Y : @)
For com pactness of notation we use a rescaled \ " and \vg". They are tem perature
dependent constants which correspond as = 1=g° and vg = (vo (T )=v)? to the oneJoop
quantities used In reference LLJ:], regoectively as = 3=g§ and VS = m§=v2 to the
tw o-Joop quantities used in [_6].

W e divide the elds into a background and uctuations
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(The 2 are the Paulim atrices.) In order to describe critical bubbles responsible for the
onset of the electrow eak phase transition it issu cient to work w ith only one nonvanishing
background com ponent / of In an arbitrary but constant direction e. W e consider this
type of background only.

Integrating out the uctuating eldsin the loop expansion generates an e ective action
to be used to nd the saddle point solutions corresponding to sohalerons and critical
bubbls. To higher loop order this expansion will break down for an all values of the
Higgs eld ' . Near the broken m ininum , however, the loop expansion is expected to
work quite well. W hether the saddl point actions can be estin ated reliably depends on
how im portant di erent regions n  eld space are for the corresponding solutions. This
question deserves fuirther studies.

In praxi it is not possibl to calculate the fiilll e ective action, but one has to expand
it in someway, cut o the expansion and calculate the coe cient in pow ers of derivatives
of the eld. This expansion must of course break down at sm all values of the ed ',
because the derivative operator @ has them ass dim ension 1, which m ust be com pensated
by powers of / ! . Indeed calulating the contrbution of a higher term in the derivative
expansion to the e ective action of a quasiclassical con guration one nds a divergent
resul, except for the potential and the @’ @;’ tem . However for the latter kinetic term
one ndsa Z -factor [:_f]_;] which in oneldoop order is very strongly gauge dependent and
therefore even this tem , if considered separately, is rather unphysical.

W hat seem s to be needed is som e less gauge dependent (nonlocal) com bination of
kinetic term s. A s we w ill dem onstrate, the e ective potential is less gauge dependent. In
a strict expansion in g% its extram a are com plktely gauge-independent. It will play an
essential role in the case of nhom ogeneous eld con gurations aswell.

In order to Integrate out the uctuating eldsone hasto x the gauge. W e choose as
gauge— xIng condition the "t H ooft background gauge

F® =D Q@ALET+ - (Y%7 ~¥a)=Qsuaf -’ % : (7)
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The resulting e ective action [ ]depends in generalon the gauge- xing. P hysical quan—
tities should, on the other hand, be independent of it. T his is due to the fact that they are
described by extrema of [ ]. Kobesetal E]_.-Z_:] showed, that the gauge- xing dependence

of the e ective action can be w ritten as

rl= Xrl i @)

where ’ represents allkindsof eldsand X [ ] isa functionalofthe eldswhich can be
calculated from the gauge- xing condition and from the generators of the gauge transfor-
m ation. One reads of mm ediately that the valie of the e ective action is gauge- xing
Independent for solutions of the equations ofm otion, as it should.

An often raised ob Ection against the 't H ooft background gauges is (see eg. [;L-S]) that
the eld ~ used in the gauge- xing should be of another type than the background eld
and should therefore not be varied in calculating the equation ofm otion
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N evertheless equation @.) holds even for these class ofgaugeswith [ ]= [ ;~="']as
is explicitly shown In reference [_l-_Z] Sin ilar statem ents, although less general, have been
veri ed long tin e ago L4, 15].



A s a consistency check, we shall explicitly dem onstrate the gauge- xing independence
(ie.the -independence) ofthe value ofthe e ective potential at its extrem a. In order to
achieve this one has to be carefuil to work consistently to a given order ofg% .

Expanding in term s ofthe uctuating eldswe obtain the action
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Onereadso the propagators and vertices. T he gauge boson (@) propagatorm ay be
w ritten as
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TheHiggs ( ), Goldstone ( ?) and ghost () propagators are as usualw ith the m asses
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N ote that there are no IR -divergences due to m assless G oldstonebosons at the broken
minmum , for & 0. In thebackground eld form alism the uctuation appear only in the
inner lines while the extemal lines consist of background elds ['}-_6] O nly the 1P Igraphs
contribute to the e ective action.

In the follow Ing we study the e ective potential. Up to now i hasbeen calculated to
two-Joop order In Landau gauge from the fourdin ensional theory El"/., :18'. and from the
high-tem perature theory LG In a recent work M . Laine [.LQ ] presented a calculation using
a general covariant gauge F % = @AF).

The aim of our work is to calculate the potential In two—Joop order using the "t H ooft
background gauge w ith an arbitrary gauge- xing param eter , and to investigate the -
dependence.

At oneloop one cbtains the e ective potential
i’ %) %
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Figure 1: T he G raphs contrbuting to the two—Jloop e ective potential.

T he two-Joop potential receives contributions from the graphs shown In gure Q] We
use the M S-renom alization schem e. The sunset graphs consist of integrals w ith three
denom inators; the gureeight graphshave two denom inators. T he latter can be calculated
easily whilke them om enta in the num erators ofthe sunsets cause som e troubl. W e rem oved
them by a proocedure which is sim ilar to the one used in reference E_G]. The ram aining
Integrals are of the follow ng form d= 3 2)
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T he twoJoop potential is a rather long expression and therefore not displayed here.
A 1l the ingredients are given in the appendix. W hilk single graphs have -dependent



divergences the overall divergence is -independent
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From equation (;I.-j) one sees that the -dependent part of the potential is proportional to
the divergence and therefore -independent. Hence it ispossible to treat the -dependence
foronevalie of and the -dependence forone valie of . The fom er isusually discussed
by m eans ofthe renom alization group. T hishasbeen done forthe Landau gauge elsew here
Lé] and w ill not be repeated here. Instead we are setting to be the value of the eld in
the broken m inimum later on.

A sm entioned above the value of the action m ust be independent of the gauge— xing on
s extrem a. In our case the value of the potential at its extrem a should be -independent.

In order to expand it system atically n orders ofg% one has to expand the value of the
eld at them niImum rst

0 1 2
"min = ,m(:l?n+ 3’m(1?n+g§’rilj?n+o(gg) : (19)
P ugging this nto the e ective potential one gets
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W e have to distinguish two cases
(1) One treelevel extramum is at ’H(Iol?n = 0 and will stay there (’n(lll?n = ’r(ﬂzl?n = 0).
From equation {20) on gets:
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Vm(ir)l and Vm(zjr)1 are real fbrvg < 0, ie. above the treelevel roltover tem perature, and
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T he values ofVm(ij)n (1= 1;2;3) are Independent of asthey should. N ote that we do not
have any IR divergences show Ing up in covariant non-background gauges [_l-_é]
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Figure 2: g% vs. at the critical tem perature

Equations £5) — £€7) show that the e ective expansion param eter at small  is ;i .
C onsequently it becom es of order 1 if one approaches the critical tem perature from below .
Gohgtothelmi ! gnalltherefore doesnot help In In proving the convergence of the

Joop expansion close to the critical tem perature. The overall L in Eq. (_2-_7.) arises entirely
from inserting ’ @ into the tree—and one-loop potential.

m mn
A though the expansion around ’ r:loj?n
is not usefil close to the critical tem perature. As soon as ' I:IOJ?.U tends towards zero the
true position of the m Inimum m ay no longer be considered as being cbtained as a am all
perturbation around vy (T ). In the follow ing, we therefore do no longer insist on the g%
expansion of’ ; i . Consequently, we do no longer work consistently to a given order in g%,
and som e dependencemust be expected. A small dependence would be an indication
of a reasonable convergence of the approxin ation.

Both the one loop and the two-loop potential predict a rst order phase transition.
T hey have two Jocalm inin a, w hich are degenerated at the respective critical tem perature.
Up to now the value of v used to rescale the eld in equation @), is arbitrary. It is an
appropriate choice to takevand tobethevaluie ofthe scalar eld atthebrokenm ininum .
Theasymmetricm ninum oftherescaled eld’ isthenat’,=1

= vy Ism anifestly gauge- xing independent, it

vle=1 =0 : 8)
In addition, we have the condition
Ve (=0) = Ve ((=1) : (29)

at the critical tem perature. g% andv%,themoparam eters ofthe high tem perature e ective
action (1)), can be caloulated from equations £€) and £9). From this it llow s that the
tw o coupling constants and g§ are not independent at the critical tem perature. Since g%
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Figure 3: The eld value at the broken m lnimum in units of the tem perature vs. vg for
= 0:12and =1

determ ines the sphaleron rate this relation is in portant to detem ine coan ologicalbounds
on the H ggsm ass E_Z-g]

In Figure EZ, g% is taken at the corresponding one and two-loop critical tem perature,
respectively, and is plotted versus for = 0;1;2. The gauge- xing dependence is weak,
both at one and two—-Joop. T he inclusion of the two-Joop contribbutions changes the m ag—
nitude of g3 (T.)? by about 40% . This would reduce the sphaleron rate by m any orders
of m agniude. Therefore bounds on the Higgs m ass from the wash-out of the baryon
asymm etry m ay be less reliably than thought so far.

The large corrections to gz (T.)? are not caused by large corrections to /i (T)=T
at xed tem perature, but by the shift of T.. This is dem onstrated n gure :'3.‘ (The -
dependence is again not signi cant her.) C rosses denote the one ( ) and two (+) loop
critical tem peratures. G oing from one to two-Joop one essentially m oves along an aln ost
universal curve.

T he detem ination of the critical tem perature from the perturbative potential is of
course very questionable because the hatter is unreliable for snall’ values. Still, it is
rem arkable that the two-loop potential leads to a lowering of T, and an increase of g%
aln ost independently of the gauge— xing param eter

T he one and two-loop potential at the corresponding critical tem peratures is plotted
for = 0;1;2 in gure :ff One rst notices that the bulge between the sym m etric and the
asymm etric m Ininum grow s from one to two loop, which is In agreem ent w ith previous
calculations using Landau gauge [;L-:l, ig] A ccordingly, the phase transition is stronger rst
order, as predicted by lattice caloulations {}, 1. W hile Ve(l) (' ) depends strongly on ,
the shape ofVe(z) (") isonly slightly -dependent. T his indicates that the loop-expansion
m ight asym ptotically converge towards an -indegpendent e ective potential if one uses
"t H ooft background gauges.



@) 0.003
Ve =0
o 0.0025 | =1
' =2
0.002 |
v (1)
$ v 00015}
0.001 |
0.0005 | ]
0 = _--" ./

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

’ in rescaled units (in v)

Figure 4: The one and twoJoop e ective potential for = 0:12 and di erent values of the
gauge— xing param eter

v (T ), the eld value of the broken m Inin um used for rescaling (equations @, g@')), is
not a physicalobservabl. Tt tumsout to be -dependent. W e have calculated the Z -factor
for the H iggskinetic tem at one loop

(
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Tt has a strong -dependence for an all’ “values and becom es even negative at som e range
as already pointed out In reference EI.-J:] N ear thebroken m inin um however it behaveswell
but is still -dependent. O ne can discusgi, if this -dependence cancels the one of v (T)
calculating the renom alized eld valuie Z v(T))v(T). W e Pund that there is indeed
som e 45% reduction if the one-loop Z —factor w ith the two-loop g% and the two-loop v (T )
isusad. C alculating the tem perature dependent W -m asswould also require the Zy —factor.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated the applicability of the class of "t H ooft back-
ground gauges (eq.ff.) for studies of the electrow eak phase transition. Them ain advantage
of this class of gauge— xings is the absence of IR divergences in the broken phase, which
are caused by m assless G odstone bosons In the class of covardiant gauges % = @AF)
which is prom nent In literature. T he latter class has been used by M . Laine in a recent
publication [;L-_Q] to calculate the two loop potential. He found that the loop expansion
converges even In the broken phase only for sm allvalues of . This is essentially due to a

® W e thank C . W etterich for raising this question.



-dependent Infrared divergence which does not show up in 't H ooft background gauges.
In our opinion this show s the superiority of these gauges. T he severe problam s of per—
turbation theory in the symm etric phase caused by nonperturbative condensates can of
course not be cured either.

Besides the In proved IR behavior in the broken phase there are som e technical advan—
tages due to the absence of a m ixed G oldstone-gauge boson propagator. If one restricts
oneself to the "t H coftFeynm an gauge ( = 1), the gauge boson propagator tums out to
be quite sinpl aswell (cf. eg. (_1-3.')) . Note that the background gauges are also used in
the com putation of high energy cross sectjonsb'g-lj].

W e showed explicitly that the value of the e ective potential at its m Inin a is inde—
pendent of the gauge- xing param eter order by order if i is expanded consistently in

2.
C lose to the critical tem perature this expansion breaks down. Here we worked w ith
the full tw o-doop potential and used a rescaling procedure w hich is especially suied to the
treatm ent of quasiclassical solutions like critical bubbles [[1] and sphalerons Pd]. This
procedure is not gauge- xing independent but the -dependence becom es substantially
weaker from one to two-Jdoop order in the case of the e ective potential ( gure :}:) .
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A ppendix

T he propagators and vertices are read 0 equation (:_L-Q') . W e used the form of the gauge
boson propagator given in equation {I1). It is straightforw ard to w rite dow n the tw o-oop
graphsshown in gure -';' .W hilethe \ gure 8" graphs can be evaluated easily them om enta
in the num erators of the \sunset" graphs have to be rem oved rst.

W e did this in two steps:
(i) after use of m om entum oconservation two loop-m om enta k and p are keft. The m ixed
scalar products kp are rem oved using the follow ing identities:

2kp K>+ p?+m?
_—— =1 _ (31)
k+ p)2+m? k+pP+m?
Z
ddp
o)d kpF ©%;k?) = 0 (32)
Z 7
d’p 2 2.2 1 d’p 2.2 2.2
— F ik = - KpF 'k 33
oa KP)F @K 3 @Hd KPF K (33)
(i) The rem aining m om enta in the num erators are ram oved using the identities:
k2 m 2
KZ+m2 ! k? + m? 34)
2 @k P ogp  xmpe . a5)
@4 )4 k?2+m?2

Form ula (_3-5) holds only due to the cancelation of IR -singularities. T his reduction proce—
dure has been perform ed wih FORM . T he integrals keft are of one of the types given In
equations (_1-_5, :_1-6) .

T he singke graphs are given below where the com binatorical factors are chosen In a
way that the contrbution to the two-Jdoop potential is given by:

;X 0 1,%
J3 gure 8's > J3 sunsets (36)

Thedmension isd= 3 2 .
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